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II 

(Informācija) 

EIROPAS SAVIENĪBAS IESTĀŽU UN STRUKTŪRU SNIEGTI PAZIŅOJUMI 

EIROPAS KOMISIJA 

Iebildumu necelšana pret paziņoto koncentrāciju 

(Lieta COMP/M.6298 – Schneider Electric/Telvent) 

(Dokuments attiecas uz EEZ) 

(2011/C 245/01) 

Komisija 2011. gada 9. augustā nolēma neiebilst pret iepriekš minēto paziņoto koncentrāciju un atzīt to par 
saderīgu ar kopējo tirgu. Šis lēmums pamatots ar Padomes Regulas (EK) Nr. 139/2004 6. panta 1. punkta b) 
apakšpunktu. Pilns lēmuma teksts ir pieejams tikai angļu valodā, un to publicēs pēc tam, kad no teksta būs 
izņemta visa komercnoslēpumus saturošā informācija. Lēmums būs pieejams: 

— Komisijas konkurences tīmekļa vietnes uzņēmumu apvienošanos sadaļā (http://ec.europa.eu/ 
competition/mergers/cases/). Šajā tīmekļa vietnē ir pieejamas dažādas individuālo apvienošanās lēmumu 
meklēšanas iespējas, tostarp meklēšana pēc sabiedrības nosaukuma, lietas numura, datuma un nozaru 
kodiem, 

— elektroniskā veidā EUR-Lex tīmekļa vietnē (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/lv/index.htm) ar dokumenta numuru 
32011M6298. EUR-Lex piedāvā tiešsaistes piekļuvi Eiropas Kopienu tiesību aktiem.
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IV 

(Paziņojumi) 

EIROPAS SAVIENĪBAS IESTĀŽU UN STRUKTŪRU SNIEGTI PAZIŅOJUMI 

PADOME 

Paziņojums personām un vienībām, uz kurām attiecina ierobežojošus pasākumus, kas ir noteikti 
Padomes Lēmumā 2011/273/KĀDP, ko īsteno ar Padomes Īstenošanas lēmumu 2011/515/KĀDP, un 
Padomes Regulā (ES) Nr. 442/2011, ko īsteno ar Padomes Īstenošanas regulu (ES) Nr. 843/2011 par 

ierobežojošiem pasākumiem pret Sīriju 

(2011/C 245/02) 

EIROPAS SAVIENĪBAS PADOME 

Šeit sniegtā informācija ir paredzēta to personu un vienību ievērībai, kas norādītas pielikumā Padomes 
Lēmumā 2011/273/KĀDP, ko īsteno ar Padomes Īstenošanas lēmumu 2011/515/KĀDP ( 1 ), un II pielikumā 
Padomes Regulā (ES) Nr. 442/2011, ko īsteno ar Padomes Īstenošanas regulu (ES) Nr. 843/2011 ( 2 ), par 
ierobežojošiem pasākumiem pret Sīriju. 

Eiropas Savienības Padome ir pieņēmusi lēmumu, ka iepriekš minētajos pielikumos uzskaitītās personas un 
vienības būtu jāiekļauj tādu personu un vienību sarakstā, uz kurām attiecas ierobežojošie pasākumi, kas 
paredzēti Lēmumā 2011/273/KĀDP un Regulā (ES) Nr. 442/2011 par ierobežojošiem pasākumiem pret 
Sīriju. Pamatojums attiecīgo personu un vienību iekļaušanai sarakstā ir izklāstīts minēto pielikumu attiecī­
gajos ierakstos. 

Attiecīgo personu un vienību uzmanība tiek vērsta uz to, ka pastāv iespēja iesniegt pieteikumus attiecīgās(-o) 
dalībvalsts(-u) kompetentās iestādēs, kas norādītas Regulas (ES) Nr. 442/2011 III pielikumā minētajās tīmekļa 
vietnēs, lai saņemtu atļauju izmantot iesaldētos līdzekļus pamatvajadzību nodrošināšanai vai konkrētiem 
maksājumiem (sk. regulas 6. pantu). 

Attiecīgās personas un vienības var iesniegt Padomei lūgumu – līdz ar apliecinošiem dokumentiem – 
pārskatīt lēmumu par viņu iekļaušanu minētajā sarakstā, nosūtot to uz šādu adresi: 

Council of the European Union 
General Secretariat 
DG K Coordination 
Rue de la Loi/Wetstraat 175 
1048 Bruxelles/Brussel 
BELGIQUE/BELGIË 

Attiecīgo personu un vienību uzmanību vērš arī uz iespēju Padomes lēmumu apstrīdēt Eiropas Savienības 
Vispārējā tiesā saskaņā ar nosacījumiem, kas izklāstīti Līguma par Eiropas Savienības darbību 275. panta 
2. daļā un 263. panta 4. un 6. daļā.
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EIROPAS KOMISIJA 

Euro maiņas kurss ( 1 ) 

2011. gada 23. augusts 

(2011/C 245/03) 

1 euro = 

Valūta Maiņas kurss 

USD ASV dolārs 1,4462 

JPY Japānas jena 110,72 

DKK Dānijas krona 7,4498 

GBP Lielbritānijas mārciņa 0,87600 

SEK Zviedrijas krona 9,1046 

CHF Šveices franks 1,1410 

ISK Islandes krona 

NOK Norvēģijas krona 7,8080 

BGN Bulgārijas leva 1,9558 

CZK Čehijas krona 24,417 

HUF Ungārijas forints 271,78 

LTL Lietuvas lits 3,4528 

LVL Latvijas lats 0,7095 

PLN Polijas zlots 4,1499 

RON Rumānijas leja 4,2574 

TRY Turcijas lira 2,5783 

Valūta Maiņas kurss 

AUD Austrālijas dolārs 1,3771 

CAD Kanādas dolārs 1,4260 

HKD Hongkongas dolārs 11,2766 

NZD Jaunzēlandes dolārs 1,7360 

SGD Singapūras dolārs 1,7414 

KRW Dienvidkorejas vona 1 558,38 

ZAR Dienvidāfrikas rands 10,3816 

CNY Ķīnas juaņa renminbi 9,2513 

HRK Horvātijas kuna 7,4740 

IDR Indonēzijas rūpija 12 355,53 

MYR Malaizijas ringits 4,2894 

PHP Filipīnu peso 61,206 

RUB Krievijas rublis 41,8255 

THB Taizemes bāts 43,140 

BRL Brazīlijas reāls 2,3111 

MXN Meksikas peso 17,7768 

INR Indijas rūpija 65,9830
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DALĪBVALSTU SNIEGTA INFORMĀCIJA 

Dalībvalstu paziņotā informācija attiecībā uz zvejas aizliegumu noteikšanu 

(2011/C 245/04) 

Saskaņā ar 35. panta 3. punktu Padomes 2009. gada 20. novembra Regulā (EK) Nr. 1224/2009, ar ko 
izveido Kopienas kontroles sistēmu, lai nodrošinātu atbilstību kopējās zivsaimniecības politikas noteiku­
miem ( 1 ), ir pieņemts lēmums aizliegt zveju, kā noteikts turpmāk tabulā. 

Aizlieguma datums un laiks 18.7.2011. 

Ilgums 18.7.2011.–31.12.2011. 

Dalībvalsts Nīderlande 

Krājums vai krājumu grupa HKE/571214 

Suga Heks (Merluccius merluccius) 

Zona VI un VII zona; ES un starptautiskie ūdeņi Vb zonā; starptautiskie ūdeņi XII un 
XIV zonā 

Zvejas kuģu tips(-i) — 

Atsauces numurs — 

Tīmekļa vietne, kurā ir pieejams dalībvalsts lēmums: 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/fishing_rules/tacs/index_lv.htm

LV C 245/4 Eiropas Savienības Oficiālais Vēstnesis 24.8.2011. 

( 1 ) OV L 343, 22.12.2009., 1. lpp.
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Dalībvalstu paziņotā informācija attiecībā uz zvejas aizliegumu noteikšanu 

(2011/C 245/05) 

Saskaņā ar 35. panta 3. punktu Padomes 2009. gada 20. novembra Regulā (EK) Nr. 1224/2009, ar ko 
izveido Kopienas kontroles sistēmu, lai nodrošinātu atbilstību kopējās zivsaimniecības politikas noteiku­
miem ( 1 ), ir pieņemts lēmums aizliegt zveju, kā noteikts turpmāk tabulā. 

Aizlieguma datums un laiks 18.7.2011. 

Ilgums 18.7.2011.–31.12.2011. 

Dalībvalsts Nīderlande 

Krājums vai krājumu grupa HKE/2AC4-C 

Suga Heks (Merluccius merluccius) 

Zona ES ūdeņi IIa un IV zonā 

Zvejas kuģu tips(-i) — 

Atsauces numurs — 

Tīmekļa vietne, kurā ir pieejams dalībvalsts lēmums: 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/fishing_rules/tacs/index_lv.htm
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Dalībvalstu paziņotā informācija attiecībā uz zvejas aizliegumu noteikšanu 

(2011/C 245/06) 

Saskaņā ar 35. panta 3. punktu Padomes 2009. gada 20. novembra Regulā (EK) Nr. 1224/2009, ar ko 
izveido Kopienas kontroles sistēmu, lai nodrošinātu atbilstību kopējās zivsaimniecības politikas noteiku­
miem ( 1 ), ir pieņemts lēmums aizliegt zveju, kā noteikts tabulā: 

Aizlieguma datums un laiks 9.7.2011. 

Ilgums 9.7.2011.–31.12.2011. 

Dalībvalsts Francija 

Krājums vai krājumu grupa COD/5BE6A 

Suga Menca (Gadus morhua) 

Zona VIa zona; ES un starptautiskie ūdeņi Vb zonā uz austrumiem no 
12° 00′ W 

Zvejas kuģu tips(-i) — 

Atsauces numurs 792761 

Tīmekļa vietne, kurā ir pieejams dalībvalsts lēmums: 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/fishing_rules/tacs/index_lv.htm
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http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/fishing_rules/tacs/index_lv.htm


Dalībvalstu paziņotā informācija attiecībā uz zvejas aizliegumu noteikšanu 

(2011/C 245/07) 

Saskaņā ar 35. panta 3. punktu Padomes 2009. gada 20. novembra Regulā (EK) Nr. 1224/2009, ar ko 
izveido Kopienas kontroles sistēmu, lai nodrošinātu atbilstību kopējās zivsaimniecības politikas noteiku­
miem ( 1 ), ir pieņemts lēmums aizliegt zveju, kā noteikts tabulā: 

Aizlieguma datums un laiks 2.8.2011. 

Ilgums 2.8.2011.–31.12.2011. 

Dalībvalsts Portugāle 

Krājums vai krājumu grupa WHB/8C3411 

Suga Putasu (Micromesistius poutassou) 

Zona VIIIc, IX un X zona; ES ūdeņi CECAF 34.1.1. zonā 

Zvejas kuģu tips(-i) — 

Atsauces numurs — 

Tīmekļa vietne, kurā ir pieejams dalībvalsts lēmums: 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/fishing_rules/tacs/index_lv.htm
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V 

(Atzinumi) 

ADMINISTRATĪVAS PROCEDŪRAS 

EIROPAS KOMISIJA 

Uzaicinājumi iesniegt priekšlikumus – programma “ESPON 2013” 

(2011/C 245/08) 

ESPON ir Eiropas Teritorijas plānošanas un kohēzijas novērošanas tīkls. Ar to tiek atbalstīta politikas 
izstrāde saistībā ar ES kohēzijas politiku. ESPON tiek līdzfinansēts no Eiropas Reģionālās attīstības fonda 
saskaņā ar 3. mērķi par Eiropas teritoriālo sadarbību un no 31 dalībvalsts (27 ES dalībvalstis, kā arī Islande, 
Lihtenšteina, Norvēģija un Šveice) iemaksām. 

Programmas “ESPON 2013” ietvaros ir izsludināti uzaicinājumi iesniegt priekšlikumus. Potenciālie preten­
denti ir publiskās un privātās iestādes no 31 valsts (27 ES dalībvalstis, kā arī Islande, Lihtenšteina, Norvēģija 
un Šveice). Pētnieki un pētniecības iestādes, universitātes, zinātnieki, eksperti un akadēmisko grupu pārstāvji 
ir aicināti iesniegt pieteikumus. Uzaicinājums iesniegt priekšlikumus par starptautiskās sadarbības tīklu 
veidošanas darbībām ir vērsts uz iestādēm, kas ir apstiprinātas kā ESPON valstu kontaktpunkti. 

1. Uzaicinājums iesniegt priekšlikumus par lietišķo pētījumu projektiem: 

— Eiropas kaimiņreģioni (budžets EUR 750 000) 

— Mazas un vidējas pilsētas funkcionāli teritoriālajā kontekstā (budžets EUR 650 000) 

— Nabadzības un sociālās atstumtības teritoriālā dimensija Eiropā (budžets EUR 750 000) 

— Ekonomikas krīzes: reģionu izturētspēja (budžets EUR 759 153) 

2. Uzaicinājums iesniegt priekšlikumus par mērķanalīzēm, pamatojoties uz ieinteresēto personu pausto 
interesi: 

— Izaugsmes centri Eiropas dienvidaustrumos (budžets EUR 360 000) 

— Teritoriālās kohēzijas un telpiskās plānošanas galvenie rādītāji (budžets EUR 360 000) 

— Ilgtspējīgai teritoriālajai attīstībai piemērotas ainavas (budžets EUR 379 796,09) 

— Ainavu politika trīs valstu parkam (budžets EUR 360 000) 

— Ziemeļjūra – starptautisko rezultātu izplatīšana (budžets EUR 340 000) 

Iepriekš minētās mērķanalīžu tēmas tiks iekļautas uzaicinājumā iesniegt priekšlikumus ar nosacījumu, ka ar 
ieinteresētajām personām tiek noslēgta vienošanās par projektu idejām. Tādējādi tēmas tiks apstiprinātas 
tikai dienā, kad tiks izsludināts uzaicinājums iesniegt pieteikumus, t. i., 2011. gada 24. augustā. Tēmas, kas 
iekļautas uzaicinājumā iesniegt priekšlikumus, būs pieejamas ESPON tīmekļa vietnē 
http://www.espon.eu
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3. Uzaicinājums iesniegt priekšlikumus ESPON zinātniskās platformas ietvaros: 

— ES teritoriālā uzraudzība un ziņošana (budžets EUR 598 000) 

— ESPON atlants par Eiropas teritoriālajām struktūrām un dinamiku (budžets EUR 150 000) 

— Teritoriālā potenciāla un problēmu noteikšana (budžets EUR 350 000) 

— Teritoriālo pierādījumu kopumi EARF programmām (budžets EUR 500 000) 

— ESPON tiešsaistes kartografēšanas instruments (budžets EUR 150 000) 

— Teritoriālā uzraudzība Eiropas makroreģionā – tests Baltijas jūras reģionā (budžets EUR 360 000) 

4. Uzaicinājums iesniegt priekšlikumus par ESPON kontaktpuntu tīkla starptautiskas sadarbības tīklu veido­ 
šanas pasākumiem: 

— ESPON kontaktpunktu tīkla kapitalizācijas pasākumi starptautiskā līmenī (budžets EUR 600 227) 

Priekšlikumu iesniegšanas termiņš ir 2011. gada 20. oktobris. 

Informācijas diena un partneru tikšanās pie kafijas tases potenciālajiem pretendentiem tiks rīkota 2011. gada 
13. septembrī Briselē. 

Visi ar šiem uzaicinājumiem saistītie dokumenti, tostarp pieteikšanās kārtība, atbilstības noteikumi, vērtē­ 
šanas kritēriji un pieteikuma veidlapa, ir pieejami ESPON tīmekļa vietnē http://www.espon.eu
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PROCEDŪRAS, KAS SAISTĪTAS AR KONKURENCES POLITIKAS ĪSTENOŠANU 

EIROPAS KOMISIJA 

VALSTS ATBALSTS – APVIENOTĀ KARALISTE 

Valsts atbalsts SA.18859 – 11/C (ex NN 65/10) 

Minerālo materiālu nodokļa atlaide Ziemeļīrijā (ex N 2/04) 

Uzaicinājums iesniegt piezīmes saskaņā ar LESD 108. panta 2. punktu 

(Dokuments attiecas uz EEZ) 

(2011/C 245/09) 

Ar 2011. gada 13. jūlija vēstuli, kas autentiskā valodā pievienota šim kopsavilkumam, Komisija informēja 
Apvienoto Karalisti par lēmumu attiecībā uz iepriekš minēto pasākumu sākt LESD 108. panta 2. punktā 
paredzēto procedūru. Komisija arī aicināja Apvienoto Karalisti saskaņā ar Regulas (EK) Nr. 659/1999 11. 
panta 1. punktu iesniegt piezīmes par Komisijas nodomu sākt oficiālo izmeklēšanas procedūru. 

Ieinteresētās personas savas piezīmes par šo pasākumu var iesniegt viena mēneša laikā no šā kopsavilkuma 
un tam pievienotās vēstules publicēšanas dienas, nosūtot tās uz šādu adresi: 

European Commission 
Directorate-General for Competition 
State aid Registry 
1049 Bruxelles/Brussel 
BELGIQUE/BELGIË 

Fakss +32 22951242 

Šīs piezīmes paziņos Apvienotajai Karalistei. Ieinteresētā persona, kas iesniedz piezīmes, var rakstveidā 
pieprasīt, lai tās identitāte netiktu atklāta, norādot šāda pieprasījuma iemeslus. 

IZSMEĻOŠS KOPSAVILKUMS 

PROCEDŪRA 

Apvienotā Karaliste par pasākumu “Minerālo materiālu nodokļa 
atlaide Ziemeļīrijā” paziņoja ar 2004. gada 5. janvāra vēstuli, kas 
reģistrēta 2004. gada 9. janvārī. Par šo pasākumu tika paziņots 
kā par grozījumiem sākotnējā pasākumā “Minerālo materiālu 
nodokļa atlaide Ziemeļīrijā (nodokļa pakāpeniska ieviešana)”, 
ko Komisija bija apstiprinājusi ar Lēmumu N 863/01. Komisija 
2004. gada 7. maijā pieņēma lēmumu, ka neiebilst pret šo 
pasākumu. 2004. gada 30. augustā British Aggregates Association, 
Healy Bros. Ltd un David K. Trotter & Sons Ltd (turpmāk “prasī­
tāji”) apstrīdēja minēto Komisijas lēmumu necelt iebildumus 
(prasība reģistrēta ar numuru T-359/04). 

2010. gada 9. septembrī Vispārējā tiesa atcēla iepriekš minēto 
Komisijas lēmumu. Spriedumā norādīts, ka Komisija nebija 
tiesīga pieņemt lēmumu necelt iebildumus, jo tā nebija izvērtē­
jusi jautājumu par iespējamo diskrimināciju nodokļu jomā starp 
attiecīgajiem pašmāju izcelsmes produktiem un no Īrijas ieves­
tajiem produktiem. Komisija minēto spriedumu nepārsūdzēja. 

Apvienotās Karalistes iestādes 2010. gada 1. decembrī apturēja 
pasākuma īstenošanu, atceļot 2004. gada Noteikumus par mine­
rālo materiālu nodokli (Ziemeļīrijas nodokļu kredīts).
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PASĀKUMA APRAKSTS 

Minerālo materiālu nodokļa (turpmāk “MMN”) atlaide 80 % 
apmērā tika piemērota neapstrādātiem minerālajiem materiā­
liem, kas iegūti un komerciāli izmantoti Ziemeļīrijā, un apstrā­
dātiem produktiem no minerālajiem materiāliem, kas iegūti un 
komerciāli izmantoti Ziemeļīrijā. 

MMN pēc būtības ir dabas resursu nodoklis par minerālo mate­
riālu komerciālu izmantošanu, un to piemēro iežiem, smiltij un 
grantij. Apvienotā Karaliste MMN sāka piemērot no 2002. gada 
1. aprīļa, un tas tika ieviests ar mērķi aizsargāt dabu: palielināt 
otrreiz pārstrādāto minerālo materiālu un neapstrādātos mine­
rālos materiālus aizstātspējīgu produktu izmantošanu un 
veicināt neapstrādāto minerālo materiālu, kas ir neatjaunojams 
dabas resurss, racionālu ieguvi un izmantošanu. 

Lai efektīvāk sasniegtu paredzētos vides aizsardzības mērķus, ko 
MMN nenodrošināja, Apvienotās Karalistes iestādes atlaidei 
izvirzīja nosacījumu, ka atlaides prasītāji ar šīm iestādēm oficiāli 
noslēdz un pilda līgumus, ar ko tie apņemas atlaides piemēro­ 
šanas laikā īstenot vides rādītāju uzlabošanas programmu. 

NOVĒRTĒJUMS 

Pirmkārt, ņemot vērā Vispārējās tiesas spriedumu, Komisija 
izvērtēja, vai pastāv cieša saikne starp pašu atbalsta pasākumu, 
kas izpaužas kā nodokļu atlaide, un nodokļu ziņā diskriminē­
jošu attieksmi pret ievestiem produktiem. Tā kā konkrētajā gadī­
jumā šāda saikne tika konstatēta, Komisijai bija jāizvērtē, vai 
atbalsta pasākums neietver diskriminējošus iekšējos nodokļus, 
kas būtu pretrunā LESD 110. pantam (iepriekš EK 90. pants). 
Komisija galvenokārt vadījās pēc judikatūras jautājumā par 
valstu tiesību aktiem, ar ko tiek radītas nodokļu priekšrocības 
pašmāju produktiem, kas ražoti saskaņā ar noteiktiem dabas 
aizsardzības standartiem. Šādi iekšējie nodokļi tiek uzskatīti 
par nesaderīgiem ar LESD 110. pantu, ja konkrētās priekšro­
cības neattiecina arī uz ievestajiem produktiem, kuri ražoti 
saskaņā ar tiem pašiem standartiem. Tā kā attiecībā uz MMN 
atlaidi Ziemeļīrijā šis nosacījums nebija izpildīts, Komisijai ir 
šaubas par to, vai Ziemeļīrijā piemērojamā grozītā MMN atlaide 
atbilda Līgumam, konkrēti, LESD 110. pantam. 

Šīs šaubas par atbilstību LESD 110. pantam liedz Komisijai 
pašreizējā posmā atzīt konkrēto pasākumu par saderīgu ar 
iekšējo tirgu. Paturot prātā šīs šaubas, Komisija konkrētā pasā­
kuma atbilstību valsts atbalsta noteikumiem vērtēja saskaņā ar 
Pamatnostādnēm par valsts atbalstu vides aizsardzībai, jo īpaši 
noteikumiem par atbalstu, kas izpaužas kā atbrīvojums no 
dabas resursu nodokļa vai tā samazinājums. Ievērojot to, ka 
saskaņā ar grozīto MMN atlaidi Ziemeļīrijā piešķirtais atbalsts 
uzskatāms par nelikumīgu, jo Vispārējā tiesa atcēla pasākuma 
saderības pamatu, Komisija konkrēto pasākumu izvērtēja 
saskaņā ar 2001. gada Pamatnostādnēm par valsts atbalstu 
vides aizsardzībai un no 2008. gada 2. aprīļa (t. i., pamatno­

stādņu piemērošanas sākuma dienas) – saskaņā ar 2008. gada 
Pamatnostādnēm par valsts atbalstu vides aizsardzībai. 

Veicot novērtējumu saskaņā ar 2001. gada Pamatnostādnēm par 
valsts atbalstu vides aizsardzībai, Komisija secināja, ka to nosa­
cījumi ir izpildīti, tomēr atkal atgādinot, ka šaubas par atbilstību 
LESD 110. pantam liedz Komisijai pašreizējā posmā atzīt 
konkrēto pasākumu par saderīgu ar iekšējo tirgu. 

Veicot novērtējumu saskaņā ar 2008. gada Pamatnostādnēm par 
valsts atbalstu vides aizsardzībai, Komisijas sākotnējais secinā­
jums bija tāds, ka rodas šaubas par atbalsta nepieciešamības 
nosacījuma izpildi, konkrētāk, par to, vai ražošanas izmaksu 
būtisko pieaugumu nevarētu attiecināt uz galapatērētājiem bez 
ievērojamas noieta samazināšanās. Šajā kontekstā Komisija 
atzīmē, ka, lai gan Apvienotās Karalistes iestāžu iesniegtā infor­
mācija liecina par ļoti lielu ražošanas izmaksu pieaugumu MMN 
dēļ, no kā vispārīgā gadījumā varētu secināt, ka šāda pieauguma 
atspoguļošana cenā izraisītu ievērojamu noieta samazināšanos, 
informācijas nepietiekamās detalizācijas pakāpes dēļ Komisija 
šajā posmā nevar izdarīt secinājumus par atbilstību minētajam 
saderības nosacījumam. 

Līdz ar to, pamatojoties uz sākotnējo analīzi, Komisija apšauba, 
ka pasākums “Minerālo materiālu nodokļa atlaide Ziemeļīrijā (ex 
N 2/04)” atbilst Līgumam un ir saderīgs ar iekšējo tirgu. Komi­
sija ir nolēmusi saskaņā ar Regulas (EK) Nr. 659/1999 4. panta 
4. punktu sākt oficiālu izmeklēšanas procedūru, un aicina trešās 
personas iesniegt piezīmes. 

VĒSTULES TEKSTS 

“The Commission wishes to inform the UK authorities that, 
having examined the information supplied by them on the 
aid referred to above, it has decided to open the formal inves­
tigation procedure under Article 108(2) of the Treaty on the 
Functioning of the European Union (TFEU). 

1. PROCEDURE 

1. The United Kingdom notified the measure at hand by letter 
of 5 January 2004, registered on 9 January 2004. 

2. The measure was notified as a modification of the original 
relief from the aggregates levy in the Northern Ireland ( 1 ) 
which was approved by the Commission in its Decision of 
24 April 2002 in case N 863/01 ( 2 ). 

3. On 7 May 2004, the Commission adopted a no objections 
decision with respect to this measure ( 3 ). 

4. On 30 August 2004, the British Aggregates Association, 
Healy Bros. Ltd and David K. Trotter & Sons Ltd 
launched an appeal against the abovementioned 
Commission Decision (the action was registered under 
Case T-359/04).
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( 1 ) The phased introduction of the AGL. 
( 2 ) OJ C 133, 5.6.2002, p.11. 
( 3 ) OJ C 81, 2.4.2005, p. 4.



5. On 9 September 2010, the General Court annulled the 
abovementioned Commission Decision ( 1 ). According to 
the judgment, the Commission was not entitled to adopt 
lawfully the decision not to raise objections as it had not 
examined the question of a possible tax discrimination 
between the domestic products in question and imported 
products originating from Ireland. The Commission did not 
appeal this judgment. 

6. On 15 December 2010 and 21 December 2011, the UK 
authorities submitted additional information concerning the 
measure at hand, including documents concerning the 
suspension of the implementation of the measure as from 
1 December 2010 by revoking the Aggregates Levy 
(Northern Ireland Tax Credit) Regulations 2004 (S.I. 
2004/1959). 

7. The Commission requested additional information by letter 
of 2 February 2011. The UK authorities submitted further 
information by letters of 7 March 2011 and 10 June 2011. 

2. DESCRIPTION 

2.1. The aggregates levy 

8. The aggregates levy (hereinafter the “AGL”) is an environ­
mental tax on the commercial exploitation of aggregates 
and is applied to rock, sand or gravel. It was introduced 
by the United Kingdom with effect from 1 April 2002 for 
environmental purposes in order to maximise the use of 
recycled aggregate and other alternatives to virgin aggregate 
and to promote the efficient extraction and use of virgin 
aggregate, which is a non-renewable natural resource. The 
environmental costs of aggregate extraction being addressed 
through the AGL include noise, dust, damage to biodi­
versity and to visual amenity. 

9. The AGL is applied to virgin aggregate extracted in the 
United Kingdom and to imported virgin aggregate on its 
first use or sale in the United Kingdom ( 2 ). The rate at the 
time of the original notification was GBP 1,60 per 
tonne ( 3 ). It does not apply to secondary and recycled 
aggregates and to virgin aggregates exported from the 
United Kingdom. 

2.2. The original AGL relief in Northern Ireland 

10. In its Decision of 24 April 2002 (N 863/01), the 
Commission considered that the phased introduction of 
the AGL in Northern Ireland was compatible with Section 
E.3.2 of the Community Guidelines on State aid for envi­
ronmental protection ( 4 ) (“the 2001 Environmental Aid 
Guidelines”). The approved aid took the form of a five- 
year degressive scheme of tax relief, starting in 2002 and 
ending in 2007. The original AGL relief in Northern Ireland 
covered only the commercial exploitation of aggregate used 
in the manufacture of processed products. 

2.3. The modified AGL relief in Northern Ireland 

11. The present Decision concerns exclusively the modified 
AGL relief in Northern Ireland, which was applied to 
virgin aggregate extracted in Northern Ireland and 
commercially exploited there and processed products 
from aggregate extracted in Northern Ireland commercially 
exploited there. 

2.3.1. Background 

12. The UK authorities explained that, since the introduction of 
the scheme in 2002, the levy put firms in the Northern 
Ireland aggregates industry in a more difficult competitive 
position than initially anticipated. After the gradual intro­
duction of the levy in Northern Ireland, there has been an 
increase in illegal quarrying, and an increase in undeclared 
imports of aggregate into Northern Ireland from the 
Republic of Ireland. No aggregates levy was paid in either 
case. Consequently, the legitimate quarries paying the levy 
are being undercut by illegal sources operating outside the 
levy and therefore losing sales to these illegal sources. The 
findings in a report commissioned by the UK authorities 
from the Symonds’ Group (specialist consultants in the 
quarrying/construction sectors) and other evidence 
available to the UK Customs and Excise authorities, who 
were responsible for enforcing the levy, confirmed this 
development. 

13. According to the UK authorities at the time of the original 
notification, the Quarry Products Association Northern 
Ireland indicated over 38 quarries which they considered 
to be operating illegally. There was also evidence, as set out 
in the Symonds Report, of a significant volume of unre­
corded imports of aggregate from the Republic of Ireland, 
on which the levy was being evaded. 

14. Furthermore, the UK authorities explained that, while the 
AGL is having an appreciable positive environmental effect 
in Great Britain (details below in points 32-36), it has not 
been working as intended in Northern Ireland, where the 
availability of levy-free recycled and alternative materials is 
very limited and localised, and the infrastructure of 
collecting and processing such materials is almost non- 
existent. 

2.3.2. Modification 

15. In order to provide additional time to the aggregate 
industry in Northern Ireland to adapt and to achieve the 
intended environmental effects, the original relief scheme 
(phased introduction of the AGL) was modified. The relief 
applied to all types of virgin aggregate, i.e. not only to 
aggregates used in the manufacturing of processed 
products, as it was the case for the original relief in case 
N 863/01, but also to virgin aggregates used directly in the 
raw state ( 5 ).
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( 1 ) Case T-359/04 British Aggregates a. o. v Commission, judgment of 
9 September 2010, not yet reported. 

( 2 ) The AGL is applied to imported raw aggregate, but not to aggregate 
contained in imported processed products. 

( 3 ) On 2 April 2008, i.e. the day from which the 2008 Environmental 
Aid Guidelines were applicable, the level of AGL was GBP 
1,95/tonne. 

( 4 ) OJ C 37, 3.2.2001, p. 3. 

( 5 ) The aggregates extracted in Northern Ireland and shipped to any 
destination in Great Britain were liable to the AGL at the full rate. 
This was also the case for aggregate extracted in Northern Ireland 
that was used in the manufacturing of processed products shipped 
to Great Britain. This ensured that aggregates and processed products 
from Northern Ireland did not enjoy a competitive advantage in the 
market of Great Britain.



16. The relief was set at 80 % of the AGL level otherwise 
payable, and was intended to be a transitional arrangement. 
It came into effect on 1 April 2004 and was supposed to 
continue until 31 March 2011 (i.e. nine years from the 
start of the AGL on 1 April 2002) ( 1 ). 

2.3.3. Environmental agreements 

17. In order to more effectively achieve the intended environ­
mental objectives, the UK authorities made the relief condi­
tional upon claimants formally entering into and 
complying with negotiated agreements with the UK 
authorities, committing the claimants to a programme of 
environmental performance improvements over the 
duration of the relief. 

18. The key criteria for entry into the scheme were that: 

(a) the requisite planning permission(s) and environmental 
regulatory permits etc. had to be in place for each 
eligible site; and 

(b) the site operator was required to “sign-up” to a regime 
of environmental audits. The first audit had to be 
commissioned and submitted within 12 months of 
the date of entry to the scheme and updated every 
two years thereafter. 

19. Each agreement was individually tailored to the circum­
stances of the quarry, taking into account, for example, 
current standards and scope for improvement. The areas 
of performance covered were: air quality; archaeology and 
geodiversity; biodiversity; blasting; community responsi­
bility; dust; energy efficiency; groundwater; landscape and 
visual intrusion; noise; oil and chemical storage and 
handling; restoration and aftercare; use of alternatives to 
primary aggregates; surface water; off-site effects of 
transport; and waste management. 

20. The Department of Environment in Northern Ireland was 
responsible for monitoring these agreements, and the relief 
is withdrawn for those firms which have significant short­
comings. 

2.3.4. Aggregates production costs, selling price and price elas­
ticity of demand 

21. As regards the aggregates production costs, the UK 
authorities explained that they vary significantly from 
quarry to quarry and that the same is valid for the 
prices ( 2 ). The average selling price ex-quarry for different 
classes of aggregates is summarised in Table 1 below ( 3 ). 
Profit margins are again variable, but the industry estimates 
that 2 % to 5 % is a typical level. 

Table 1 

Selling price 

Type of rock Price ex-quarry before tax (GBP/tonne) 

Basalt 4,21 

Sandstone 4,37 

Limestone 3,72 

Sand and gravel 4,80 

Other 5,57 

Weighted average price 4,42 

22. As regards in general the difference in price levels between 
Northern Ireland and Great Britain, the UK authorities 
explain that suppliers in Northern Ireland have never 
been able to charge the same price as in Great Britain. 
The UK authorities illustrated this by the information 
presented in Table 2 below. The levy at the full rate 
would therefore represent a much higher proportion of 
the selling price in an already suppressed market. This 
inability to pass on costs to customers has been a 
significant historic factor in the lack of investment in envi­
ronmental improvement and is explained by economic 
(fragmentation of the market) and geological factors. 

Table 2 

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 

NI aggregates cost GBP/tonne 2,9 3,1 3,5 3,4 3,9 3,6 4,3 4,3 

GB aggregates cost GBP/tonne 7,9 8,4 9,0 7,7 8,8 9,7 9,2 10,9 

23. As regards the price elasticity of demand, the UK authorities explained, based on a survey of research 
literature ( 4 ), that the price elasticity of demand for aggregates ranges from 0,2 to 0,5. The UK 
authorities’ examination of aggregates quantity and price data for Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
suggests that for most types of aggregates the price elasticity ranges from close to zero to about 0,52. 
The UK authorities could therefore conclude tentatively that the demand for aggregates in Northern 
Ireland is relatively inelastic.
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( 1 ) As referred to above, the implementation of the AGL relief in 
Northern Ireland was suspended as from 1 December 2010. 

( 2 ) The information was submitted by the UK authorities for the 
purposes of an assessment of the measure on the basis of the 
2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines. DETI Minerals Statement 2009. 

( 3 ) Distribution costs depend on haulage distances, with haulage costs 
in the range of 15 to 20 pence per tonne per mile, with aggregate 
being delivered within 10 to 15 miles, depending on local circum­
stances. 

( 4 ) Ecotec (1998) Report; EEA Report (No 2/2008) effectiveness of 
environmental taxes and charges for managing sand, gravel and 
rock extraction in selected EU countries; British Geological Survey 
(2008): The need for indigenous aggregates production in England.



2.3.5. Pass-on and sales reductions 

24. As regards the pass-on of increased production costs to final customers and potential sales reductions, 
the UK authorities referred to the abovementioned Symonds Report. According to the UK authorities, 
the report demonstrates that, following the introduction of the levy in 2002, the average price of 
aggregate in Northern Ireland had increased by much less than would have been expected if the AGL 
had been passed on in full, and that this was linked to a fall in legitimate sales, which was propor­
tionally much larger than the fall recorded in Great Britain. 

25. Furthermore, the UK authorities explained that the Symonds Report confirmed that the sales of 
aggregate, and in particular the sales of low-grade aggregate and fill, fell in the year ending 
31 March 2003 compared with the levels experienced in the two pre-AGL years. The Symonds 
Report showed (see Table 3 below) that the production from legitimate quarries in calendar year 
2002 was significantly below the established trend in aggregate sales (generally, over the last 30 
years, there had been a rising trend in aggregate sales in Northern Ireland). In Great Britain 
aggregate production fell in 2002 by 5,7 %, compared with a slight increase the previous year 
(however, trend analysis showed that in Great Britain the production had generally been in a 
declining trend over the previous 10 years). 

Table 3 

A summary of Symonds’ assessment of the fall in sales by legitimate quarries in Northern Ireland 

Product 2000-2001 
(million tonnes) 

2001-2002 
(million tonnes) 

2002-2003 
(million tonnes) 

Fall, 
2001-2003 

(%) 

Fall, 
2002-2003 

(%) 

Sand and gravel 2,35 2,34 1,91 – 18,7 – 8,4 

Crushed rock 7,86 7,88 7,27 – 7,5 – 7,7 

Fill material 3,00 3,89 1,71 – 43,0 – 56,0 

Total 13,21 14,11 10,89 – 17,6 – 22,8 

26. The UK authorities explained in this context that the data 
provided by Symonds indicated that once the levy had been 
introduced at GBP/tonne 1,60, the average price of 
aggregates in Northern Ireland had risen by about 25-30 
pence/tonne in 2002 compared with 2001, whereas in 
Great Britain the price had risen by GBP 1-1,40/tonne. 
Even allowing for the fact that aggregate used in 
processed products, which benefited from an 80 % relief 
under the original 2002 degressive credit scheme in 
Northern Ireland, is included in that average, that implies 
that quarry operators in Northern Ireland were having to 
absorb a substantial proportion of the levy. On the 
assumption that processed products used half of the 
aggregate production in Northern Ireland, and that their 
price was unaffected by the levy in 2002, that still 
implies according to the UK authorities that, on average, 
over GBP 1/tonne of the levy had to be absorbed on each 
tonne of aggregate sold for use in its raw state. 

27. As regards specifically the manufacturers using aggregates 
in their processed products, the UK authorities explained in 
this context that, because of the original relief for aggregate 
used in processed products (N 863/01), the additional costs 
fell very largely on Northern Ireland producers of aggregate 
for use in its raw state. But importantly the original relief 
(phased introduction of the AGL) was to be withdrawn by 
stages. Therefore, if the original relief had not been 
modified in 2004, the processed products sector too 
would have begun to suffer from the same economic 
difficulties of loss of demand and inability to pass on the 
extra levy costs to its customers. 

2.3.6. Other information 

28. The estimated annual budget (State resources foregone) 
varied at the time of the original notification between 
GBP 15 million (2004-2005) and GBP 35 million (2010- 
2011). 

29. As regards the number of beneficiaries, it was estimated 
that approximately 170 quarry operators would be eligible. 

30. The granting authority of the AGL relief in Northern 
Ireland was Her Majesty’s Revenue & Customs. 

2.4. Position of third parties, appreciable positive 
effects 

31. In the context of the assessment by the Commission of the 
original notification of the modified AGL relief in Northern 
Ireland, the British Aggregates Association (BAA), other 
associations of producers and individual undertakings 
contested in their letters that the AGL has an appreciable 
positive impact in terms of environmental protection. The 
Commission therefore asked the UK authorities to submit 
additional information concerning this issue. 

32. The UK authorities provided in this context empirical 
information based on the initial assessment of the AGL’s 
environmental impact using all available data. The 
submitted information suggested that in Great Britain the 
aggregates levy had appreciable effects.

LV C 245/14 Eiropas Savienības Oficiālais Vēstnesis 24.8.2011.



33. As regards the aggregate production, the UK authorities 
explained that the amount of virgin material extracted fell 
significantly in 2002 compared to earlier years and by 
5,7 % compared to 2001. In 2002 the production of 
sand and gravel decreased by 6 % compared to 2001. 
The production of marine sand and gravel output fell by 
5,9 % in 2002 compared to 2001. There was also a gradual 
decline in the production of crushed rock. 

34. As for the aggregate costs, it was explained by the UK 
authorities that the costs of aggregates subject to the levy 
were significantly higher than the costs of aggregates that 
were not subject to the levy — by about GBP 1,40 per 
tonne for crushed rock and just over GBP 1 per tonne for 
sand and gravel. It therefore appeared that the environ­
mental costs of the supply of aggregates were passed on, 
to a large extent, to the consumers. This is consistent with 
the objective of incorporating the negative environmental 
externalities of the quarrying the aggregates into the cost of 
those aggregates. 

35. With respect to the substitution by recycled and alternative 
materials, the UK authorities mentioned that the scope of 
the levy is encouraging the substitution of virgin aggregate 
by recycled or secondary aggregate products. In particular, 
the sales of slate waste and china clay waste increased, 
reducing both the demand for virgin aggregates and the 
tipping of such alternative materials. Aggregates recycling 
companies reported sales increases for 2002 and 2003. 

36. Finally, as regards the investments in recycling, the UK 
authorities mentioned that the AGL had an effect in rein­
forcing and supporting the active considerations by the 
construction industry of recycled aggregates in the 
construction market. A new recycling plant was opened 
in South Yorkshire and an East Midlands road construction 
company also opened a new recycling facility. 

3. ASSESSMENT 

3.1. State aid within the meaning of Article 107(1) of 
the TFEU (ex Article 87(1) EC) ( 1 ) 

37. State aid is defined in Article 107(1) of the TFEU as any aid 
granted by a Member State or through State resources in 
any form whatsoever, which distorts or threatens to distort 
competition by favouring certain undertakings or the 
production of certain goods in so far as it affects trade 
between Member States. 

38. The AGL relief was granted through State resources, in the 
form of a tax rate reduction, to companies situated in a 
defined part of the territory of the UK (Northern Ireland), 
favouring them by reducing the costs that they would 
normally have to bear. The recipients of the aid are 
involved in the extraction of aggregates or in the manu­
facturing of processed products, which are economic 
activities involving trade between Member States. 

39. Accordingly, the Commission concludes that the notified 
measure constitutes State aid within the meaning of 
Article 107(1) of the TFEU (ex Article 87(1) EC). 

3.2. Lawfulness of the aid 

40. Despite the fact that the measure at hand was notified to 
the Commission and put into effect only after the 
Commission adopted a positive decision, the recipients of 
the aid cannot entertain any legitimate expectations as to 
the lawfulness of the implementation of the aid, since the 
Commission’s decision was challenged in due time before 
the General Court ( 2 ). Following the annulment by the 
General Court of the Commission’s no objections 
decision, that decision must be considered void with 
regard to all persons as from the date of its adoption. 
Since the annulment of the Commission’s decision put a 
stop, retroactively, to the application of the presumption of 
lawfulness, the implementation of the aid in question must 
be regarded as unlawful ( 3 ). 

3.3. Compatibility of the aid 

41. It is a matter of settled case law that although Articles 107 
and 108 of the TFEU leave a margin of discretion to the 
Commission for assessing the compatibility of an aid 
scheme with the requirements of the internal market, this 
assessment procedure must not produce a result which is 
contrary to the specific provisions of the TFEU. The 
Commission is obliged to ensure that Articles 107 and 
108 of the TFEU are applied consistently with other 
provisions of the TFEU. This is according to the General 
Court all the more necessary where those other provisions 
also pursue the objective of undistorted competition in the 
internal market ( 4 ). 

42. Furthermore, the General Court recalled that the power to 
use certain forms of tax relief, particularly when they are 
aimed at enabling the maintenance of forms of production 
or undertakings which, without those specific tax privileges, 
would not be profitable due to high production costs, is 
subject to the condition that the Member States using that 
power extend the benefit thereof in a non-discriminatory 
and non-protective manner to imported products in the 
same situation ( 5 ). 

43. The Commission refers in this context to the fact that 
Article 110 of the TFEU ( 6 ) ( 7 ) ensures the free movement 
of goods between the Member States in normal conditions 
of competition by the elimination of all forms of protection 
that may result from the application of internal taxation 
that discriminates against products from other Member 
States.
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( 1 ) The definition of State aid laid down in Article 107(1) of the TFEU 
did not change from the one contained in Article 87(1) EC which 
was in force when the original notification was submitted in 2004. 

( 2 ) See Case C-199/06 CELF [2008] ECR I-469, paragraphs 63 and 66 
to 68. 

( 3 ) See Case C-199/06 CELF, cited above, paragraphs 61 and 64. 
( 4 ) Case T-359/04 British Aggregates a. o. v Commission, cited above, 

paragraph 91. 
( 5 ) Case T-359/04 British Aggregates a. o. v Commission, cited above, 

paragraph 93. 
( 6 ) “No Member State shall impose, directly or indirectly, on the 

products of other Member States any internal taxation of any kind 
in excess of that imposed directly or indirectly on similar domestic 
products. 
Furthermore, no Member State shall impose on the products of 
other Member States any internal taxation of such a nature as to 
afford indirect protection to other products.” 

( 7 ) The rules for national internal taxation as laid down in Article 110 
of the TFEU did not change from those contained in Article 90 EC 
which was in force when the original notification was submitted in 
2004.



44. As set out above, the aid is provided in the form of a tax 
rate reduction from an environmental tax, the AGL, to 
companies established in Northern Ireland which have 
entered into environmental agreements. This provides 
these companies with an advantage by reducing the costs 
that they would normally have to bear. The relief was 
introduced to provide additional time to the aggregate 
industry of Northern Ireland to adapt, as the introduction 
of the AGL had put firms in Northern Ireland in a more 
difficult competitive situation than initially anticipated. 

45. Aggregate producers established in Ireland may not, under 
the United Kingdom legislation, enter into an environ­
mental agreement and are not otherwise eligible to 
benefit from the AGL exemption scheme by showing, for 
example, that their activities comply with the environ­
mental agreements which aggregates producers in 
Northern Ireland may conclude. Since aggregate products 
imported from Ireland are therefore taxed at the full AGL 
rate, and this differentiated taxation of the same product 
results from the AGL scheme itself, there is an intrinsic link 
between the aid measure, granted by way of a tax relief, 
and the discriminatory tax treatment of imported products. 

46. Therefore, in the present case, the Commission considers 
that it must also assess whether the aid measure complies 
with the rule laid down in Article 110 of the TFEU. In 
these circumstances, a violation of Article 110 of the 
TFEU would preclude the Commission from finding the 
measure compatible with the internal market. As the 
General Court stated in its judgment of 9 September 
2010 in relation to the present case, aid cannot be imple­
mented or approved in the form of tax discrimination in 
respect of products originating from other Member 
States ( 1 ). 

3.3.1. Compliance with Article 110 of the TFEU 

47. According to settled case-law, charges resulting from a 
general system of internal taxation applied systematically, 
in accordance with the same objective criteria, to categories 
of products irrespective of their origin or destination fall 
within the scope Article 110 of the TFEU. It should 
therefore be ascertained whether a levy such as the AGL 
constitutes internal taxation within the meaning of 
Article 110 of the TFEU. In this respect, the Commission 
notes that the AGL, which is of a fiscal nature, is levied on 
virgin aggregate extracted in the United Kingdom and to 
imported virgin aggregate on its first use or sale in the 
United Kingdom. It applies to imported aggregates in the 
same way as it applies to aggregates extracted in the United 
Kingdom. Consequently, a levy such as the AGL amounts 
to internal taxation, for the purposes of Article 110 of the 
TFEU. 

48. According to settled case-law, the first paragraph of 
Article 110 of the TFEU is infringed where the tax levied 
on the imported product and that levied on the similar 
domestic product are calculated in a different manner on 
the basis of different criteria which lead, if only in certain 
cases, to higher taxation being imposed on the imported 
product. It follows that a system of taxation is compatible 
with Article 110 of the TFEU only if it is so arranged as to 
exclude any possibility of imported products being taxed 

more heavily than domestic products and, therefore, only if 
it cannot under any circumstances have a discriminatory 
effect. 

49. Under the AGL relief applicable in Northern Ireland, a 
reduced rate is levied on virgin aggregates extracted there 
by producers having entered into environmental 
agreements. 

50. Virgin aggregates extracted in other Member States are not 
eligible to benefit from the AGL relief, since aggregate 
producers established in other Member States may not, 
under the United Kingdom legislation, enter into an envi­
ronmental agreement. Producers of such aggregates do not 
even have the possibility to show, for example, that their 
activities comply with the environmental agreements that 
aggregate producers in Northern Ireland may conclude. 
Accordingly, identical products imported from other 
Member States are taxed at the full AGL rate. 

51. Such distinction cannot in the Commission’s view be 
justified on the grounds that the UK authorities cannot 
conclude environmental agreements with producers of 
aggregates established outside the United Kingdom, 
because those authorities have jurisdiction in the United 
Kingdom only. The UK legislation might have for 
example given importers the opportunity to demonstrate 
that the aggregates imported into Northern Ireland had 
been produced in a way that they comply with the envi­
ronmental requirements imposed on beneficiaries in 
Northern Ireland in the agreements. 

52. Furthermore in this context, the Commission recalls the 
case-law concerning national legislation providing tax 
advantages to domestic products in case they are 
produced under certain environmental standards. Such 
internal taxation is not considered compatible with 
Article 110 of the TFEU if the advantage is not extended 
to imported products manufactured under the same 
standards ( 2 ). 

53. Finally, the Commission points out that Article 110 of the 
TFEU targets the level of taxation imposed directly or 
indirectly on the products concerned ( 3 ), i.e. the tax 
burden each of the products has to bear. Thus, the focus 
is on the fact that the tax forms a cost element relevant to 
the formation of the price, and thus to the competitive 
position of the product vis-à-vis similar products ( 4 ). It 
follows that the identity of the taxpayer is not at the 
core of the assessment. 

54. Accordingly, the Commission doubts whether the modified 
AGL relief applicable in Northern Ireland complies with the 
Treaty, in particular Article 110 of the TFEU. These doubts 
preclude the Commission from finding the measure 
compatible with the internal market at this stage.
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( 1 ) Case T-359/04 British Aggregates a. o. v Commission, cited above, 
paragraph 92. 

( 2 ) Case 21/79 Commission v Italy [1980] ECR p. 1, paragraphs 23 to 
26; and in particular Case C-213/96 Outukumpu [1998] ECR I-1777, 
paragraphs 30 et seq. 

( 3 ) The identity of the taxpayer as such is therefore of limited 
importance. 

( 4 ) “Thus [Article 110] must guarantee the complete neutrality of 
internal taxation as regards competition between domestic 
products and imported products.” (Case 252/86 Bergandi [1988] 
ECR p. 1343, paragraph 24).



3.3.2. Compatibility of the measure under the Environmental 
Aid Guidelines 

55. Considering the environmental objective of the measure 
and notwithstanding the doubts expressed above (point 
54), the Commission has assessed the compatibility of 
the measure at hand according to Article 107(3)(c) of the 
TFEU and in the light of the Guidelines on State Aid for 
Environmental Protection. 

56. The Commission originally assessed the measure under the 
2001 Environmental Aid Guidelines. In the meantime, the 
2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines have been adopted. As 
noted in point 40 above, the result of the annulment of the 
Commission Decision of 7 May 2004 is that the measure 
as it has been applied since that date (and until its 
suspension on 1 December 2010) must be considered as 
being unlawful. The Commission has stated that it will 
always assess the compatibility of unlawful State aid with 
the internal market in accordance with the substantive 
criteria set out in any instrument in force at the time 
when the aid was granted ( 1 ). Nothing in the 2008 Envi­
ronmental Aid Guidelines suggests that this rule should not 
be applied to the present case. Those Guidelines specify, in 
point 204, that Commission decisions on notifications 
taken after the publication of the Guidelines in the 
Official Journal of the European Union will be based 
exclusively on that text, even if the notification predates 
that publication. And point 205 simply restates the 
position set out in the notice as regards aid that has not 
been notified (and is therefore unlawful). 

57. Considering that the aid was granted during the period 
covering the applicability of the 2001 Environmental Aid 
Guidelines as well as after the publication of the 2008 
Environmental Aid Guidelines, the Commission will assess 
the measure at hand pursuant to: 

(a) the 2001 Environmental Aid Guidelines; and 

(b) the 2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines as from 2 April 
2008. 

Ad (a) Compatibility of the measure under the 2001 Environ­
mental Aid Guidelines 

58. Section E.3.2 of the 2001 Environmental Aid Guidelines 
concerns rules applicable to all operating aid in the form of 
tax reductions or exemptions. 

59. The AGL was introduced in April 2002. That the rate 
effectively applicable was not 100 % for all operators 
across all of the United Kingdom does not alter this fact 
or the principle that the new tax should apply to the entire 
territory. The Commission will therefore treat the AGL as 
an existing tax in the sense of the distinction made in the 
abovementioned section between new and existing taxes. 
Furthermore, there is no harmonisation at EU level of 
this type of tax. 

60. Point 51(2) provides that: 

“The provisions in point 51.1 may be applied to existing 
taxes if the following two conditions are satisfied at the 
same time: 

(a) the tax in question must have an appreciable positive 
impact in terms of environmental protection; 

(b) the derogations for the firms concerned must have been 
decided on when the tax was adopted or must have 
become necessary as a result of a significant change 
in economic conditions that placed the firms in a 
particularly difficult competitive situation. In the latter 
instance, the amount of the reduction may not exceed 
the increase in costs resulting from the change in 
economic conditions. Once there is no longer any 
increase in costs, the reduction must no longer apply.”. 

61. Point 51(1) provides that: 

“These exemptions can constitute operating aid which may 
be authorised on the following conditions: 

1. When, for environmental reasons, a Member State 
introduces a new tax in a sector of activity or on 
products in respect of which no Community tax 
harmonisation has been carried out or when the tax 
envisaged by the Member State exceeds that laid down 
by Community legislation, the Commission takes the 
view that exemption decisions covering a 10-year 
period with no degressivity may be justified in two 
cases: 

(a) these exemptions are conditional on the conclusion 
of agreements between the Member State concerned 
and the recipient firms whereby the firms or 
associations of firms undertake to achieve environ­
mental protection objectives during the period for 
which the exemptions apply or when firms 
conclude voluntary agreements which have the 
same effect. Such agreements or undertakings may 
relate, among other things, to a reduction in energy 
consumption, a reduction in emissions or any other 
environmental measure. The substance of the 
agreements must be negotiated by each Member 
State and will be assessed by the Commission 
when the aid projects are notified to it. Member 
States must ensure strict monitoring of the 
commitments entered into by the firms or 
associations of firms. The agreements concluded 
between a Member State and the firms concerned 
must stipulate the penalty arrangements applicable 
if the commitments are not met. 

These provisions also apply where a Member State 
makes a tax reduction subject to conditions that 
have the same effect as the agreements or 
commitments referred to above; 

(b) these exemptions need not be conditional on the 
conclusion of agreements between the Member 
State concerned and the recipient firms if the 
following alternative conditions are satisfied: 

— where the reduction concerns a Community tax, 
the amount effectively paid by the firms after the 
reduction must remain higher than the 
Community minimum in order to provide the 
firms with an incentive to improve environ­
mental protection,
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— where the reduction concerns a domestic tax 
imposed in the absence of a Community tax, 
the firms eligible for the reduction must never­
theless pay a significant proportion of the 
national tax.”. 

62. With respect, first, to point 51(2), the Commission notes 
that the tax is levied on activities for reasons of environ­
mental protection. Its aim is to protect the environment by 
contributing to reducing the extraction of virgin aggregates 
and encouraging the use of alternative materials (point 
51(2)(a)). 

63. Given that, at the time of the notification of the 
amendment in 2004, the measure had already been in 
operation for two years, the UK was able to provide 
empirical information on the effects of the AGL (described 
above in points 32-36). It is therefore clear that the AGL 
has appreciable positive environmental effects in the 
majority of the territory of the UK in line with the 
requirement of point 51(2)(a) of the 2001 Environmental 
Aid Guidelines. What is more, the environmental 
agreements concluded with aggregates companies in 
Northern Ireland benefiting from 80 % AGL relief clearly 
have positive environmental effects and do not in any way 
undermine the objectives pursued by the AGL. On the 
contrary, they aim to encourage those companies to pay 
at least a part of the tax and contribute to improving 
environmental performance, rather than becoming a part 
of the illegal aggregates market. 

64. The Commission also notes that the fundamental decision 
to relieve certain firms in Northern Ireland from the AGL 
was already taken when the tax was introduced on 1 April 
2002 (point 51(2)(b), first sentence). 

65. In the light of the above, the Commission considers that 
the conditions of point 51(2) of the 2001 Environmental 
Aid Guidelines have been fulfilled. 

66. In relation to point 51(1), tax exemption decisions covering 
a 10-year period with no degressivity may be justified in 
two cases. The UK authorities submitted that both grounds 
for justification were fulfilled. That said, despite the intro­
duction of compulsory environmental agreements in 2004 
(point 51(1)(a)), the arguments of the UK authorities submit 
focus on the other scenario: the reduction concerns a 
domestic tax imposed in the absence of a Community 
tax and the firms eligible for the reduction nevertheless 
pay a significant proportion of the national tax (point 
51(1)(b), second indent). 

67. In the present case, the relief does indeed concern a 
domestic tax imposed in the absence of a Community 
tax. The UK authorities proposed to maintain the tax at 
the level of 20 % of the full rate, which the Commission 
considers significant ( 1 ). 

68. For these reasons, the compatibility conditions laid down in 
the 2001 Environmental Aid Guidelines may be considered 

as being fulfilled. However, it is recalled that in view of the 
doubts expressed in point 54 in relation to Article 110 of 
the TFEU, the Commission is precluded from finding the 
measure compatible with the internal market on the basis 
of the 2001 Environmental Aid Guidelines at this stage. 

Ad (b) Compatibility of the measure under the 2008 Environ­
mental Aid Guidelines 

69. Considering the form of the aid (tax rate reduction) granted 
under the measure at hand, the compatibility assessment 
basis of the 2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines is Chapter 
4 regarding “Aid in the form of reductions or of 
exemptions from environmental taxes” (points 151-159). 

70. As there is no EU harmonisation for taxes such as the AGL, 
the measure at hand has been assessed pursuant to the 
rules for non-harmonised environmental taxes. 

E n v i r o n m e n t a l b e n e f i t 

71. Pursuant to point 151 of the 2008 Environmental Aid 
Guidelines, aid in the form of reductions of or exemptions 
from environmental taxes will be considered compatible 
with the common market provided that it contributes at 
least indirectly to an improvement in the level of environ­
mental protection and that the tax reductions and 
exemptions do not undermine the general objective 
pursued. 

72. As regards the direct effect of the AGL, the Commission 
notes, as in the case of the assessment under the 2001 
Environmental Aid Guidelines, that the tax is levied on 
activities for reasons of environmental protection. Its aim 
is to protect the environment by contributing to reducing 
the extraction of virgin aggregates and encouraging the use 
of alternative materials. 

73. Furthermore, with respect to the presence of at least an 
indirect contribution of the AGL relief to an improvement 
in the level of environmental protection, the Commission 
notes that the UK authorities decided to grant the 80 % 
AGL relief to companies from the aggregates industry in 
Northern Ireland as due to several factors described above 
the AGL failed to deliver the planned environmental 
benefits in Northern Ireland. The UK authorities therefore 
opted for an alternative approach for Northern Ireland in 
the form of the conclusion of environmental agreements 
with the beneficiaries while the AGL continued to be fully 
applicable in Great Britain. It can be therefore concluded 
that the AGL relief in Northern Ireland contributes at least 
indirectly to an improvement in environmental protection 
and that it does not undermine the general objective 
pursued by the AGL. 

N e c e s s i t y o f t h e a i d 

74. According to point 158 of the 2008 Environmental Aid 
Guidelines, the three following cumulative criteria should 
be fulfilled to ensure that the aid is necessary. 

(1) Objective and transparent criteria 

75. Firstly, the choice of beneficiaries must be based on 
objective and transparent criteria and aid should be
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granted in the same way for all competitors in the same 
sector if they are in a similar factual situation, in line with 
point 158(a) of the 2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines. 

76. The eligibility for relief is based on certain types of activity 
(extraction of aggregates and production of processed 
products from aggregates) and is pre-defined by legislation. 
The Commission finds that the beneficiaries of the relief are 
defined using criteria that are objective and transparent. 

(2) Substantial increase in production costs 

77. Secondly, the tax without reduction must lead to a 
substantial increase in production costs, in line with 
point 158(b) of the 2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines. 

78. The UK authorities did not provide information on the 
production costs, but rather on the levels of the ex- 
quarry selling price for different types of aggregates. 
Considering that the levels of profit margin was provided, 
the Commission is able to make an approximate calcu­
lation and conclude that the lowest possible share of the 
full AGL in relation to the production costs is almost 
30 % ( 1 ). 

79. Even these approximate calculations allow the Commission 
to conclude that the tax without reduction leads to the 
substantial increase in production costs required by point 
158(b) of the 2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines. 

(3) Impossibility to pass on the substantial increase in production 
costs 

80. Thirdly, according to point 158(c) of the 2008 Environ­
mental Aid Guidelines, compliance with the necessity 
criteria requires that the abovementioned substantial 
increase in production costs cannot be passed on to 
customers without leading to important sales reductions. 
In this respect, the Member State may provide estimations 
of inter alia the product price elasticity of the sector 
concerned in the relevant geographic market, as well as 
estimates of lost sales and/or reduced profits for the 
companies in the sector or category concerned. 

81. The Commission notes in this context that the arguments 
of the UK authorities that the increase in production costs 
cannot be passed on without leading to important sales 
reductions are based on a comparison between the 
increase in price due to the introduction of the AGL 
(about 25 to 30 pence/tonne in 2002 compared with 
2001 in Northern Ireland, whereas in Great Britain the 
price had risen by GBP 1-1,40/tonne). As regards the 
reduction in (legitimate) sales in Northern Ireland, the 
Commission notes that they varied in total for all types 
of aggregates between – 17,6 % (2001-2003) and 
– 22,8 % (2002-2003) and are proportionally much 
larger that those recorded in Great Britain. The Commission 
considers that these arguments can be considered as an 
indication of the difficulties encountered in passing on 
the increased production costs in Northern Ireland. 

82. The Commission nevertheless points out in this context 
that the UK authorities did not provide sufficiently 
detailed data demonstrating/quantifying the impact on 
these arguments of the fact that the manufacturers of 
processed products from aggregates had never paid the 
full AGL as its introduction in the Northern Ireland was 
phased. 

83. Furthermore, with respect to the demonstration of sales 
reductions, the UK authorities did not provide explanations 
concerning the development of the aggregates markets in 
Northern Ireland after 2002. Figure 2 of the QPA Northern 
Ireland Report to the OFT Market Study into the UK 
aggregates sector as submitted by the UK authorities 
shows increase in production as from 2004 to 2007. 

84. In this context, the UK authorities also stated in their 
submission that the “costs increase affected operators’ 
turnover and reduced their profits”. Nevertheless no data 
supporting that statement were provided. 

85. With respect to the demonstration of compliance with this 
compatibility condition, the UK authorities submitted only 
data on the overall industry level, no representative samples 
of individual beneficiaries based e.g. on their size were 
provided. 

86. Finally, the Commission notes that the UK authorities’ 
observations suggest that for most types of aggregates the 
price elasticity ranges from close to zero to about 0,52, i.e. 
seems to be relatively inelastic, what would in principle 
mean that the increase in production costs can be passed 
on to final customers. The UK authorities did not provide 
any further explanations/calculations concerning specifically 
the impact of the relative inelasticity as concluded on the 
arguments provided with respect to (the inability to) pass 
on the production costs increase to final customers. 

87. Although the information provided by the UK authorities 
shows a very significant increase of the production costs 
due to the AGL, which would normally make it likely that 
such increase cannot be passed on without important sales 
reductions, in the light of the above, in particular the insuf­
ficiently detailed information, the Commission at this stage 
cannot conclude that this compatibility condition is met. 

P r o p o r t i o n a l i t y o f t h e a i d 

88. With respect to the proportionality of the aid, each bene­
ficiary must according to point 159 of the 2008 Environ­
mental Aid Guidelines fulfil one of the following criteria: 

(a) it must pay a proportion of the national tax which is 
broadly equivalent to the environmental performance of 
each individual beneficiary compared to the 
performance related to the best performing technique 
within the EEA. The beneficiaries can benefit at most 
from a reduction corresponding to the increase in 
production costs from the tax, using the best 
performing technique and which cannot be passed on 
to customers; 

(b) it must pay at least 20 % of the national tax unless a 
lower rate can be justified;
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(c) it can enter into agreements with the Member State 
whereby they commit themselves to achieve environ­
mental objectives with the same effect as what would 
be achieved under points 1 or 2 or if the Community 
minima were applied. 

89. The condition of proportionality of the aid is complied 
with as the beneficiaries of the AGL relief in Northern 
Ireland still pay 20 % of the tax. 

3.4. Conclusions 

90. On the basis of this preliminary analysis, the Commission 
has doubts as to whether the measure “Relief from 
aggregates levy in Northern Ireland (ex N 2/04)” complies 
with the Treaty, in particular Article 110 thereof. These 
doubts preclude the Commission from finding the 
measure compatible with the internal market. 

91. The Commission also has doubts as to whether the 
measure complies with the necessity condition of the 
2008 Environmental Aid Guidelines, in particular that the 
substantial increase in production costs cannot be passed 
on to customers without leading to important sales 
reductions, as required by point 158. 

92. Consequently, in accordance with Article 4(4) of Council 
Regulation (EC) No 659/1999 ( 1 ) the Commission has 
decided to open the formal investigation procedure and 
invites the United Kingdom to submit its comments on 
that decision. 

4. DECISION 

93. In the light of the foregoing considerations, the 
Commission, acting under the procedure laid down in 
Article 108(2) of the TFEU, requests the United Kingdom 
to submit their comments and to provide all such 
information which may help to assess the measure, 
within one month of the date of receipt of this letter. It 
requests that your authorities forward a copy of this letter 
to the potential recipients of the aid immediately. 

94. The Commission notes that the United Kingdom has 
already suspended the implementation of the measure by 
revoking the Aggregates Levy (Northern Ireland Tax Credit) 
Regulations 2004. The Commission would draw your 
attention to Article 14 of Regulation (EC) No 659/1999, 
which provides that all unlawful aid may be recovered from 
the recipient. 

95. The Commission warns the United Kingdom that it will 
inform interested parties by publishing this letter and a 
meaningful summary of it in the Official Journal of the 
European Union. It will also inform interested parties in 
the EFTA countries which are signatories to the EEA 
Agreement, by publication of a notice in the EEA 
Supplement to the Official Journal of the European Union 
and will inform the EFTA Surveillance Authority by 
sending a copy of this letter. All such interested parties 
will be invited to submit their comments within one 
month from the date of such publication.”
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VALSTS ATBALSTS – VĀCIJA 

(Līguma par Eiropas Savienības darbību 107. līdz 109. pants) 

Valsts atbalsts MC 15/09 – LBBW Deka daļu pārdošana 

(Dokuments attiecas uz EEZ) 

(2011/C 245/10) 

Komisija ar 2011. gada 14. janvāra vēstuli paziņoja Vācijai par savu sui generis lēmumu attiecībā uz atbalstu 
MC 15/09. 

VĒSTULES TEKSTS 

“I. PROCEDŪRA 

(1) Komisija ar 2009. gada 15. decembra lēmumu apstiprināja 
kapitāla ieguldījumu EUR 5 miljardu apmērā un samazi­
nātas vērtības aktīvu aizsardzību EUR 12,7 miljardu 
apmērā strukturētam 35 miljardu aktīvu portfelim par 
labu Landesbank Baden-Württemberg (turpmāk – “LBBW”) 
lietā C 17/09 (turpmāk – “LBBW lēmums”) ( 1 ). Šī apstip­
rinājuma pamatā bija vairākas saistības, ko uzņēmās Vācija. 
Viena no saistībām bija tāda, ka LBBW pārdotu savas 
akcijas Deka Bank Deutsche Girozentrale (turpmāk – 
“Deka”) līdz (*) [. .]. 

(2) Vācija 2010. gada 13. decembrī iesniedza vēstuli no 
LBBW, kurā tika izklāstīts, ka Deka nevarēja pārdot 
pirms [. .]. Vācija 2010. gada 21. decembrī paziņoja, ka 
pilnvarotais ( 2 ) un Bādenes-Virternbergas Finanšu ministrija 
apstiprināja, ka LBBW bija izdarījusi visu, lai pabeigtu 
pārdošanas procesu noteiktajā termiņā. Vācija 2010. gada 
22. decembrī paziņoja par pieprasījumu pagarināt pārdo­ 
šanas termiņu līdz [. .]. Vācija 2011. gada 5. janvārī 
iesniedza papildinformāciju. 

(3) Vācija 2010. gada 22. decembrī informēja Komisiju, ka 
steidzamības dēļ tā izņēmuma kārtā piekrīt, ka šis lēmums 
tiek pieņemts angļu valodā. 

II. FAKTI 

(4) LBBW lēmuma pamatā ir vairākas saistības. LBBW lēmuma 
38. apsvēruma 5. punkta c ievilkumā iekļauta Vācijas 
apņemšanās, ka LBBW pārdos savas Deka akcijas līdz 
[. .]. Lēmumā nav nepārprotami noteikts, ka atļauts paga­
rināt termiņu. 

(5) Deka ir publisko tiesību subjekts (Rechtsfähige Anstalt des 
öffentlichen Rechts), kas ar filiāļu starpniecību veic Vācijas 

krājbanku privāto ieguldījumu fondu darījumus. Puse 
pieder Vācijas krājbanku apvienībai (DSGV), bet otra 
puse – federālo zemju bankām (Landesbanken) ar kontro­
lakciju sabiedrības starpniecību (turpmāk – “kontrolakciju 
sabiedrība”). LBBW netiešo Deka akciju apjoms ir 14,8 %. 
Attiecīgajiem īpašniekiem ir pirmpirkuma tiesības gadī­
jumā, ja viena puse vēlas pārdot tās akcijas. 

(6) Sākotnēji DSGV izteica piedāvājumu iegādāties LBBW 
piederošās Deka akcijas, kurš bija spēkā līdz [. .]. Lai pārdo­ 
šana notiktu, tā būtu jāpieņem visām pārējām federālo 
zemju bankām (Landesbanken), kurām pieder Deka akcijas, 
kā arī pašai Deka un tās Ģenerālajai Asamblejai. 

(7) Vācija ir informējusi Komisiju, ka visas federālo zemju 
bankas (Landesbanken), kam pieder kontrolakciju sabiedrība, 
plāno pārdot savas akcijas DSGV, kas līdz ar to kļūtu par 
vienīgo Deka īpašnieku. Saistošs lēmums par šo pārdošanu 
jāsaņem [. .], lai gan, ņemot vērā lēmuma pieņemšanas 
procesu sarežģītību, nevar izslēgt papildu kavēšanos līdz 
[. .]. Saskaņā ar Vāciju, ja federālo zemju bankas (Landes­
banken) pārdod savas akcijas kontrolakciju sabiedrībā, būtu 
vieglāk panākt vienošanos, kas nepieciešama, lai pārdotu 
LBBW piederošās Deka akcijas, un tas atvieglotu pārdo­ 
šanas procedūru. 

(8) Vācija ir informējusi Komisiju, ka DSGV ir pagarinājusi 
termiņu tās piedāvājumam iegādāties LBBW piederošās 
Deka akcijas līdz [. .]. 

(9) Neatkarīgi no lūguma pagarināt termiņu Deka pārdošanai 
Vācija apbalvo, ka LBBW darīja visu iespējamo, lai nodro­ 
šinātu pārdošanu. Pilnvarotais, kas pārrauga LBBW piede­
rošo akciju pārdošanu, kuru Vācija apņēmās veikt saistībā 
ar LBBW lēmumu, apstiprināja šo izvērtējumu. 

III. NOVĒRTĒŠANA 

(10) Šis lēmums attiecas uz pārstrukturēšanas plāna īstenošanu, 
kas apstiprināts LBBW lēmumā. Vācija lūdz trīs mēnešu 
[. .] termiņa pagarinājumu Deka pārdošanai.
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( 1 ) OV L 188, 21.7.2010., 1. lpp. 
(*) Daļa no šī teksta ir tikusi izlaista, lai nodrošinātu konfidenciālas 

informācijas neatklāšanu. Šīs daļas ir apzīmētas ar kvadrātiekavās 
ievietotu trīspunkti un atzīmētas ar vienu zvaigznīti. 

( 2 ) Iecelts saskaņā ar LBBW lēmumu par pārdošanas saistību pilnīgas un 
pareizas izpildes novērošanu.



(11) Komisija var pagarināt pārdošanas termiņus. Lai gan 
Regula (EK) Nr. 659/1999 to skaidri neparedz, Komisijai 
ir tiesības piešķirt pagarinājumu, ja tas neietekmē LBBW 
lēmuma izpildi ( 1 ). 

(12) Komisija atzīmē, ka LBBW jau aktīvi uzsākusi Deka pārdo­ 
šanas procedūru, nodrošinot piedāvājumu no DGSV. Šajā 
saistībā Komisija ņem vērā gan Vācijas, gan pilnvarotā 
viedokli, ka LBBW darīja visu iespējamo, lai sekmētu 
pārdošanas procesu. 

(13) Saskaņā ar Vāciju šķiet, ka pastāv liela iespēja, ka federālo 
zemju bankas (Landesbanken), kam pieder akcijas kon- 
trolakciju sabiedrībā, arī varētu tās pārdot, un tas atvieglotu 
LBBW piederošo Deka akciju pārdošanas procesu kopumā. 

(14) Visbeidzot, pastāv pārliecinoši argumenti, ka pārdošanas 
process tiks īstenots paredzētajā termiņā līdz vēlākais 
[. .]. Jo īpaši šķiet, ka [. .]. Šis lēmums dod tiesības LBBW 
pārdot savas Deka akcijas, pat ja federālo zemju banku 
(Landesbanken) lēmuma pieņemšanas procesi par Deka 
akciju pārdošanu būtu ilgāki nekā paredzēts. 

(15) Pārdošanas termiņa pagarinājums uz trim mēnešiem neliek 
apšaubīt ar LBBW lēmumu apstiprināto pārstrukturēšanas 

plāna īstenošanu kopumā, kas ilgs līdz 2014. gadam. Tas 
arī palīdzēs LBBW iegūt nepieciešamo vienošanos ar citām 
federālo zemju bankām (Landesbanken), kas atvieglotu 
pārdošanu vai nu kopā, vai atsevišķi. Laika ziņā ierobežo­
tajam pagarinājumam jāļauj LBBW pārdot savas Deka 
akcijas līdz [. .]. Tas ļauj LBBW pārvarēt iepriekš minētās 
galvenokārt eksogēnās grūtības un īstenot Deka pārdošanu, 
kā paredzēts LBBW lēmumā. Komisija tādējādi uzskata, ka 
relatīvi īsais pieprasītais pagarinājums līdz [. .] ir pamatots, 
īpaši ņemot vērā Deka juridiskās struktūras īpatnības. 
Ņemot vērā lietas apstākļus, šāds pagarinājums nav uzska­
tāms par aizkavēšanos sākotnēji pieņemtajā grafikā, kad 
būtu bijis vajadzīgs attiecīgs atbalsta summas samazinā­
jums ( 2 ). 

IV. SECINĀJUMS 

(16) Iepriekš minēto iemeslu dēļ Komisija konstatē, ka trīs 
mēnešu pagarinājums Deka lietā ir vajadzīgs, lai sekmētu 
pienācīgu LBBW pārstrukturēšanas plāna izpildi, turklāt 
minētais pagarinājums to neaizkavē. 

V. LĒMUMS 

Komisija pagarina termiņu Deka pārdošanai līdz 2011. gada 
31. martam.”
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( 1 ) Sal. 2010. gada 21. decembra lēmumu lietā MC 8/09 WestImmo. 

( 2 ) Sal. Komisijas pamatnostādnes par valsts atbalstu grūtībās nonākušu 
uzņēmumu glābšanai un pārstrukturēšanai, OV C 244, 1.10.2004., 
2. lpp., 52. punkta d) apakšpunkts.









Abonementa cenas 2011. gadā (bez PVN, ieskaitot sūtīšanas izdevumus) 

ES Oficiālais Vēstnesis, L un C sērija, tikai papīra formātā 22 oficiālajās ES valodās EUR 1 100 gadā 

ES Oficiālais Vēstnesis, L un C sērija, papīra formātā + DVD, ikgadējs 22 oficiālajās ES valodās EUR 1 200 gadā 

ES Oficiālais Vēstnesis, L sērija, tikai papīra formātā 22 oficiālajās ES valodās EUR 770 gadā 

ES Oficiālais Vēstnesis, L un C sērija, DVD, ikmēneša (apkopojošs) 22 oficiālajās ES valodās EUR 400 gadā 

ES Oficiālā Vēstneša pielikums (S sērija) – Publiskā iepirkuma līgumu 
konkursi, DVD, viens izdevums nedēļā 

daudzvalodu: 23 oficiālajās 
ES valodās 

EUR 300 gadā 

ES Oficiālais Vēstnesis, C sērija – Konkursi valodā(-ās) saskaņā ar 
konkursu(-iem) 

EUR 50 gadā 

Eiropas Savienības Oficiālā Vēstneša, kas iznāk oficiālajās Eiropas Savienības valodās, abonements ir pieejams 
22 valodās. Tajā ir L sērija (“Tiesību akti”) un C sērija (“Paziņojumi un informācija”). 
Katrai valodas versijai nepieciešams atsevišķs abonements. 
Saskaņā ar Padomes Regulu (EK) Nr. 920/2005, kas publicēta 2005. gada 18. jūnija Oficiālajā Vēstnesī L 156, 
Eiropas Savienības iestādes uz zināmu laiku nesaista pienākums visus tiesību aktus sagatavot īru valodā un tos 
publicēt šajā valodā. Tādēļ Oficiālā Vēstneša izdevumus īru valodā var iegādāties atsevišķi. 
Oficiālā Vēstneša pielikumu (S sērija – “Publiskā iepirkuma līgumu konkursi”) var abonēt 23 oficiālo valodu versijās 
vienā daudzvalodu DVD formātā. 
Eiropas Savienības Oficiālā Vēstneša abonentiem ir tiesības saņemt dažādus Oficiālā Vēstneša pielikumus bez 
papildu samaksas. Abonentus informē par pielikumiem ar Eiropas Savienības Oficiālajā Vēstnesī iekļautiem 
paziņojumiem lasītājiem. 

Pārdošana un abonementi 

Dažādus maksas periodiskos izdevumus, tādus kā Eiropas Savienības Oficiālais Vēstnesis, var abonēt pie mūsu 
komerciālajiem izplatītājiem. To saraksts ir pieejams šādā tīmekļa vietnē: 
http://publications.europa.eu/others/agents/index_lv.htm 

EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) piedāvā tiešu bezmaksas piekļuvi Eiropas Savienības tiesību aktiem. 
Šajā vietnē iespējams iepazīties ar Eiropas Savienības Oficiālo Vēstnesi, un tajā ir iekļauti 

arī līgumi, tiesību akti, tiesu prakse un sagatavošanā esošie tiesību akti. 

Lai uzzinātu vairāk par Eiropas Savienību, skatīt: http://europa.eu 
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